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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to the Request for Continued Examination received 
5/4/2010. 

2. Claims 1, 4-7, 10-15 are pending in the application. Claims 1 and 7 are independent 
claims. 

3. Claims 1, 4-7, and 10-15, rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Wakita 
have been withdrawn pursuant to applicant's amendments. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1, 4-7, 10-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Weise USPN 7,184,950 filed 7/8/2005. 

In reference to independent claim 1, Weise teaches: 

an input step using input means for inputting only parts of the sentence wherein the 
natural sentence is characteristic of a style or an expression, 

an extracting step using extracting means for extracting candidate sentences parts or 
phrases, which includes an inputted part of the sentence, from a database, and 
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a text generation step using text generation means for generating the natural sentence 
based on the inputted parts of the sentence and the extracted candidate sentence parts or 
phrases by combining the extracted candidate sentence parts or phrases, and 

wherein parser means morphologically analyzes and parses the extracted at least one 
sentence part or phrase to obtain a syntactic structure of the at least one candidate sentence 
part or phrase by determining the syntactic probability of the appropriateness of the order of 
candidate sentence parts or phrases by applying a statistical technique using a syntactic 
model, thereby generating a sentence having a maximum probability of being a natural 
sentence which is characteristic of the style or expression'. 

The reference to Weise provides a means of inputting a string of text and looks for grammar 
mistake through the use of a set of grammar rules. The system of Weise teaches a method for 
creating alternatives including the original string of text and storing those instances prior to 
parsing said content. The reference provides a means of further analyzing content through a 
parsing means which allows for the content to be put through a stochastic parser as well as a 
syntactic model for examining the content. As presently claimed, the reference provides a means 
for inputting, extracting, and text generation through steps that create alternative sentences (as 
can be seen in figures 7 & 8 and columns 9-14) and parse the alternative and original text to 
develop a natural sentence. The limitations found within the claim include a step for 'extracting 
candidate sentence parts or phrases, which includes an inputted part of the sentence'. This 
limitation is being interpreted as any part of the string input. There is no antecedent basis for 'an 
inputted part of the sentence' and therefore, the text verb, noun, or any part of the text input 
would provide sufficient evidence of a part of the sentence. Also, the phrase found in the third 
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limitation which reads, 'by combining the extracted candidate sentence parts or phrases', seems to 
leave out what the extracted candidate sentence parts or phrases are combined with'. This leaves 
the claim open to being interpreted as the alternative grammar parts or phrases being combined 
with the original text string as found in the reference to Weise. 
In reference to dependent claim 4, Weise teaches: 

a means of utilizing a set of grammar rules as well as explicit parsing method to develop 
a natural sentence based upon word models. See columns 9-14. 
In reference to dependent claim 5, Weise teaches: 

The word order model set up in dependent claim 5 is determined through a similar feature 
of the reference to Weise which parses each alternative and original text string to determine a 
parse tree and syntactic structure based upon probability measurements. See columns 13-16. 
In reference to dependent claim 6, Weise teaches: 

The grammar rules found in the database provide a sufficient suggestion of having a 
database containing characteristic text patterns. See pages 7 and 8. 

In reference to dependent claim 7, 10-14, the claims recite similar language for carrying out 
text generation as those found in claims 1, 4-6. Therefore, the claims are rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 4-7, and 10-15 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Applicant amended the claims which 
required the examiner to withdraw the prior art rejected. 
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Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MATTHEW J. LUDWIG whose telephone number is (571)272- 
4127. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am-6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Stephen S. Hong/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 
2178 
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